Background and Objective: Morning report is a common and valuable method (Gold Standard) in clinical education. It has some characteristics and standards that, when properly applied, will play an effective role in students' clinical learning. Materials and Methods: A total of 196 apprentices, interns and residents participated in this descriptive-analytical study. The data were gathered by a researcher-made questionnaire which its validity and reliability were confirmed by experts' views and Cronbach's alpha, respectively. Data analysis was performed by SPSS (version 20) using descriptive and inferential statistics.P≤0.05 was considered significant. Results: The majority of participants believed the order of meetings, duration of meetings, and venues were at an average level. They also rated the seating of the teachers in the meeting and the type of diseases introduced to be at a good level. Presence of experts from other disciplines was found to be at the poorest level. 88% of students reported the overall usefulness of the morning reports to be average, and only 2% believed the morning reports' usefulness to be appropriate, while 10 % evaluated the usefulness range as inappropriate for them. The maximum level of satisfaction was reported for infectious diseases morning report sessions. Conclusion: In general, the quality of morning reports from the perspective of the students was average. Considering the importance of morning reports in medical education, more attention is recommended to be paid to promotion of its quality.
Introduction
Clinical education is presented via various methods in treatment environments, among which morning report has long been the basis of the training programs for medical students (1) . Morning report has been recognized as one of the most significant practices in medical sciences (2) . It is a common and worthwhile Although morning reports include a wide range of objectives, their major objective is education (5, 6) . Morning report is an appropriate tool for transferring an educational experience that is considered a major stage in progressing toward professionalism for the less experienced learners (7) .
Regular and efficient assessment is the best approach to evaluate the success of any educational means. One of the assessment methods in medical education is evaluating the viewpoints of students, teachers and graduates of medical faculties about the trainings presented at schools of medicine (8) .
It seems that morning reports with various structural and content characteristics affect the audience differently (9 
Materials and Methods
This descriptive-analytical study was 
Results
Based on the obtained results, from a total of 196 participants, 84 (43%) samples were apprentices, 79 (40%) were interns and 33 (17%) were residents.
The analysis of the students' viewpoint about the morning report structure showed that the medical students reported an average level for most aspects of morning reports such as the order of meetings, duration of meetings, venue, etc.
Regarding the teachers' seating in the meeting and type of diseases introduced, a larger number of these aspects were found to be at a good level. However, the attendance of experts from other disciplines was reported to be at a poor level considering the opinion of 50% of the participants (Table 1) . The data presented in Table 3 indicates a statistically significant correlation between morning report structure and medical students' academic level (P=0.004). The structure of morning report meetings was found to be good in the view point of residents but poor in the opinion of interns. With regard to the students' gain from attending the morning report meetings, the highest frequency in medical capabilities was reported for taking medical history (reported by 120 participants) and the lowest frequency was found for defending the patients' rights and medical consultation requesting methods reported only by 20 participants (Figure. 
Discussion
The analysis of medical students' viewpoint about the morning report structure showed the majority of the studied variables, including order of meetings, duration of meetings, and venue were at an average level. Further, the teachers' seating in the meeting and type of diseases introduced were evaluated to be at a good level by a higher proportion of participants. However, attendance of experts from other disciplines was found to be at a poor level in the view point of 50% of the participants (Table 1) .
Ziaei et al. (8) In the present study, 25% and 71% of students evaluated the teachers' seating as good and average, respectively. The results of the study conducted by Razavi, et al. (9) showed that the faculty members mostly sat in the front row back to the audience in the meetings. They reported a significant correlation between the teachers' seating and students' satisfaction and gain.
However, higher satisfaction and gain were found when the faculty members were seated in the front row facing the audience, which might be due to the effect of face-to-face education. Moreover, other studies on morning report structure have not evaluated the teachers' seating in the meetings. However body language, facial expression of feelings, puzzling and surprising gesture, is effective and powerful of means of communications.
The importance that the participants placed upon the teachers' seating method shows they need non-verbal communications from teachers in addition to other forms of feedback and information exchanges in the meetings.
In the current study, the medical students The findings of the current study showed a significant correlation between morning report structure and departments. The majority of students evaluated the morning report structure to be at an average level. also be taken into account (7, 16) . The findings of the present study suggest that an evidence based approach to conduct morning reports would enrich their educational impact and value for all levels of students.
Increasing the number of meetings contributes to repeating the educational subjects over and over again, covering the subjects better, increasing the meeting organizers' experience, and identifying the strengths of meetings, as a result of which students achieve a higher gain from meetings (8) . 
